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DETAILED ACTION 
Abstract 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a 
separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 
150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the 
printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" 
and "said," should be avoided. The abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist 
readers in deciding whether there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the 
title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," 
"The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 

In the instant application, the abstract exceeds 150 words in length. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The description of 
the drawings on page 3 of the disclosure does not correlate with the figure numbers cited in the 
accompanying drawings. Description Figures 6 is missing and also Figure 4 described as a flow 
chart in the disclosure, does not constitute a flow chart in the accompanying drawings. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 1 is not sufficiently precise due to the combining of two different statutory classes of 
invention in a single claim. The preamble the claim refers to an apparatus, but the body of the 
claim discusses the specifics of a process (" wherein responsive to receipt of a primary number 

and a wallet number "). A claim is considered indefinite if it does not apprise those skilled in 

the art of its scope. Amgen, Inc. v. Chugai Pharm. Co., 927 F. 2d 1200, 1217 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 

Also, it is not clear how an apparatus may comprise of plurality of computers and a network as 
recited in claim 1 . 

Claims 2-8 are rejected as being dependent on claim 1 as discussed above. 

Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

In particular, claim 14 recites a computer readable memory comprising a storage medium. It is 
not clear how a memory can comprise of a storage medium. Rather, a storage medium may 
comprise of memory. Also, it is not clear how a "storage medium, so configured by the computer 
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program" can conduct a financial transaction without the execution of the program on the 
readable medium. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being incomplete for 
omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such omission amounting to a 
gap between the necessary structural connections. See MPEP § 2172.01. The omitted structural 
cooperative relationships are: relationship between the first computer and the second computer; 
relationship between the network and the first computer. 
Claims 2-8 are rejected as being dependent on claim 1 as discussed above 

Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The acronym "CPDB" as applied in the claims is indefinite. The meaning of the term 
CPDB should be expressly recited in at least the independent claim. 

Claims 9-10 and 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In particular, claim 9 recites completing a financial 
transaction in the preamble, but the body of the claim does not achieve this result. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to a non statutory subject matter. 

35 U.S.C. §101 requires that in order to be patentable the invention must be a "new and useful 
process, machine, manufacture or composition of matter or new and useful improvement 
thereof 1 (emphasis added). Applicants claims mentioned above are intended to embrace or 
overlap two different statutory classes of invention as set forth in 35 U.S.C. §101. The claim 
begins by discussing an apparatus (ex. Preamble of claims 1), the body of the claim discusses the 
specifics of the process ("wherein responsive to receipt of a primary number and a wallet 
number...") (see rejection of claims under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph, for specific details 
regarding this issue). "A claim of this type is precluded by express language of 35 U.S.C. §101 
which is drafted so as to set forth statutory the statutory classes of invention in the alternative 
only", Ex parte Lyell (17USPQ2d 1548). 

For examination purpose, the examiner will give these claims their broadest interpretation and 
treat them as apparatus claims. 
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Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §101 because the claimed invention is directed to a 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Specifically the claimed invention as a whole does not accomplish a practical application. That 
is, it must produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result." See State Street, 149 F.3d at 1373, 47 
USPQ2d at 1601-02. The purpose of this requirement is to limit patent protection to inventions 
that possess a certain level of "real world" value, as opposed to subject matter that represents 
nothing more than an idea or concept, or is simply a starting point for future investigation or 
research (Brenner v. Manson, 383 U.S. 519, 528-36, 148 USPQ 689, 693-96); In re Ziegler, 992, 
F.2d 1197, 1200-03, 26 USPQ2d 1600, 1603-06 (Fed. Cir. 1993)). Accordingly, a complete 
disclosure should contain some indication of the practical application for the claimed invention. 
Apart from the utility requirement of 35 U.S.C. 101, usefulness under the patent eligibility 
standard requires significant functionality to be present to satisfy the useful result aspect of the 
practical application requirement. See Arrhythmia, 958 F.2d at 1057, 22 USPQ2d at 1036. 
Merely claiming nonfunctional descriptive material stored in a computer-readable medium does 
not make the invention eligible for patenting. However, the mere fact that the claim may satisfy 
the utility requirement of 35 U.S.C. 101 does not mean that a useful result is achieved under the 
practical application requirement. The claim may be interpreted in an alternative as involving no 
more than a manipulation of an abstract idea and therefore is non-statutory under 35 U.S.C. § 
101. The claimed invention as a whole must produce a "useful, concrete and tangible" result to 
have a practical application. 

Independent claim 1 recites a limitation "obtaining a wallet number; providing a merchant with a 
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primary number and the wallet number" . However, these steps are not concrete and tangible. 
Specifically, for the aforementioned steps to be concrete they must have a result that can be 
substantially repeatable or the steps must substantially produce the same result again. In re 
Swartz, 232 F.3d 862, 864 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (Where asserted result produced by the claimed 
invention is "irreproducible" claim should be rejected under section 101). It is not clear what the 
repeatable and predictable result would be to provide a merchant with a primary number and the 
wallet number. Also, it is not clear what the tangible result would be upon providing a merchant 
with a primary number and the wallet number. Therefore, claimed invention(s) when viewed as a 
whole fail to produce a useful, concrete and tangible result and therefore is analyzed as non- 
statutory under 35 U.S.C. 101. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Arent (USPN 
6018724) (Arent). 

Re claim 1 : Arent teaches a programmable apparatus comprising: a first computer; a CPDB in 
the first computer (Col. 7, lines 38-42); a network (col. 8, lines 27-35); a second computer 
connected to a server computer by the network (col. 8, lines 58-67). 
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Examiner notes: The limitation "wherein responsive to receipt of a primary number and a wallet 
number from the second computer, a payment transaction is processed by the CPDB and the 
results transmitted to the second computer" are treated as intended use of the apparatus. The 
examiner notes that the intended use (or field of use) of the claimed invention must results in a 
structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior art in order to patentably 
distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior art structure is capable of 
performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. In a claim drawn to a process of making, 
the intended use must result in a manipulative difference as compared to prior art. See In re 
Casey, 370 F.2d 576, 152 USPQ 235 (CCPA 1967) and In re Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 939, 136 
USPQ 458, 459 (CCPA 1963). 

Re claim 2: Arent teaches a transaction program in the CPDB (col. 3, lines 15-27). 

Re claim 3: Arent teaches a wallet number generation program in the CPDB (col. 6, lines 29-31, 
Fig. 8 RN {816}) 

Re claim 4: Arent teaches a user database in the CPDB with account data to implement the 
payment transactions (col. 9, lines 61 - col. 10, line 22). 

Re claim 5: Arent teaches a display of the primary number and the wallet number (col. 17, lines 
19-30; col. 20, lines 32-37). 
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Re claim 7: Arent teaches a wallet set up program in the CPDB (col. 11, line 53). 

Re claims 6 and 8: Arent teaches comprising a display of the wallet number, an account number 
and a limit on an account (col. 16, lines 16-18; col. 17, lines 19-30; col. 20, lines 32-37). 

Re claim 9: Arent teaches a method for remotely completing a financial transaction using a 
CPDB comprising the steps of: obtaining a wallet number (col. 6, lines 29-31, Fig. 8 RN {816}); 
providing a merchant with a primary number and the wallet number (col. 17, lines 19-30; col. 20, 
lines 32-37). 

Re claim 10: Arent teaches the step of creating the wallet number (col. 6, lines 29-3 1, Fig. 8 RN 
{816}). 

Re claim 1 1 : Arent teaches the step of using the primary number and the wallet number in the 
transaction with a merchant (col. 17, lines 19-30; col. 20, lines 32-37; col. 20, lines 32-37). 

Re claim 12: Arent teaches the step of selecting accounts to be accessed by a combination of the 
primary number and the wallet number (col. 20, lines 32-37). 

Re claim 13: Arent teaches the step of placing a limit on an account that can be accessed by the 
primary number and the wallet number (col. 16, lines 16-18). 
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Re claim 14: Arent teaches a computer readable memory comprising: a computer readable 
storage medium; a CPDB in said computer readable memory; a computer program stored in said 
storage medium; wherein the storage medium, so configured by the computer program, conducts 
a financial transaction upon receipt of a correct primary number and wallet number combination 
(col. 20, lines 32-37). 

Re claim 15: Arent teaches a wallet number generation program in the CPDB (col. 6, lines 29- 
31, Fig. 8 RN {816}). 

Re claim 16: Arent teaches a wallet set up program in the CPDB (col. 11, line 53). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Fisher (USPN 6957199) teaches a method and system for conducting authenticated 
business transactions. 

Copella et al. (USPN 4852165) teaches a secure system for providing personal identifier 
(col. 5, lines 25-28) 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Olabode Akintola whose telephone number is 571-272-3629. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30AM -5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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